


Dear layha, 4/26/77 

Hour 22 « I do not recall individual details of the Lane monstrosity. On Holloman I 
do not now distinguish between what he said in the book and what he has said elsewhere. 

I believe I have him on tape on a talk show saying that Holloman went right from ~oover* s 
office to Memphis, in the sense of beginning to set the deal up then. v 

When you read the book you'll see if Lane said he did interview s raeie. My recollection 
is that he m kea the claim. When last x heard CJracie was at Holivar. Lane had no 
to go there and no need. If what he says is not in your piece I'm sure it is in Valentine's, 
which he does cite. I'd be interested, after you read th® book, in knowing if there is 
anything not in your piece or Paul's in Ms supposed personal interview. 

I think your agent is interpreting what Lane says about how he got to see Holloman. 
However, the interpretation is precisely accurate from what reporters have told me Lane 
told them* Ho liman would not see him but what cop would not see ^ojak? 

Neither time nor need to comment on the Reddick. 

She Enquirer centerfold coses entirely from me and my friend Dan Christensen. The part 
from me is from Oswald in fi ew Orleans and Frame-Op. They merely went to Welker and got 
the same tape to pretend it was "new." 

I am interested in documentation of King's abandonment of non-violence. You refer 
to an SiiLfi January 1963 meeting on this. Have you any story, etc ot it? But I have no 
reason to believe either the FBI or the CIA did the dastardly deed. No matter how many 
it either agency may have wanted it. 

Your second point on establishing conspiracy is the correct one. On the basis of 
what L believe you lawyers call the corpus delectl. The difference between us here is 
that you begin with a presumption of a conspiracy you then want to tie into this evidence. 

My way would bt to follow the evidence to the conspirators. In this case you have little 
choice because you do not know who any conspirators are. You may guess but no more. 

You are correct in your understanding of what I wanted from the Loeb (or any other) 
archive, on the closeness of a strike solution. If you can get me a statement from any 
of those involved on this I'd like it to leave in ay files. Not essential in writing. 

*Ou recall correctly. We did discuss this a year ago when I was there with ^es. 

% bookt 1 had a long and definitive one drafted a year ago. I've laid it aside in 
favor of a shorter work of narrower focus. I have not begun to write it. 

Not because I don't want to. Wo time with all else I'm into. Bat I do want to 
begin soon. 

Z have neither an agent nor a contract. 

So Z can t say when it will be out. 

e 

Heavy mail today and reporter due soon. 

Thankns and best wishes. 



